INTRODUCTION
Atavism, or the re-expression of ancestral morphologies, has long intrigued evolutionary morphologists and there is a vast, if sometimes anecdotal, literature on the subject (see, e.g., citations in GOULD, 1970; LANDE, 1978; HALL, 1984) . While rarely precisely defined, the term atavism (derived from the latin ataaus meaning great-grandfather's grandfather) commonly refers to the reappearance of a character state Fig. 1 A. Squares = ancestral state, and circles = derived state. Character evolution is indicated by arrows between states. i: In this tree the most parsimonious interpretation of terminal states requires two changes: square to circle, and a reversal, circle to square. The higher the number of intervening nodes, the higher-order the reversal, but a minimum of three are necessary for an unambiguous interpretation of reversal. With only two intervening nodes two (equally parsimonious) interpretations are possible. ii: Favours reversal over convergence (accelerated transformation) while iii: favours convergence over reversal (delayed transformation) (see SWOFFORD & MADDISON, 1987) . In such cases the justification underlying the chosen assumptions is desirable. Fig. 1 B. Cichlid familial relationships (for discussion of supporting characters and listing of taxa included in terminal lineages see STIASSNY, 1991).
